
r ‘ EDITOR’S NOTE? M'" 

News-Letter emphasizes that Livingstone's 
status as an inves tigator is unofficial . The ideas present- 
ed here are his own, based on conversations he con- 
ducted, and may or may not hold some of the answers 
to this much-obscured case. What is most important is 
i. that .the,. contradictions in the Warren Commission’s , 
report be recognized, and that people continue to ask 
questions. . 



1963, on the day John F. Kennedy was assassinated? ... 
. We”may never know; as times has passed the event has 
.'become cloudier rather than clearer, investigations have 
muddled existing facts rather than uncovering new 
ones. •- : . ■ ■ 



' ~ Harrison Edward Livingstone _ - 

- . ' : ■■ •. . . ■ . ; — ■ . - .. i - ■. 1 , ■ r. — 

Many individuals have dedicated themselves to 
trying to discern the facts involved. Many theories have 
been offered, different motives , discussed) various 
conspirators named, : but- the underlying revelation of 
the opposing facts and fantasies is that the Warren 
Commission report is grossly inaccurate, some would 
say, to the point of fabrication^” . „ ...... 

% One such person, who does not believe the Warren 
Commission’s report and who is working to uncover 
the , . truth abouti the event, is Harrison Livingstone. 
Livingstone is a Harvard graduate with a law degree. He 



has taught creative writingL-at: Harvard and is now a 
novelist, poet and playwright. 

“I am primarily an artist” said Livingstone, 
“Kennedy was like a breath of fresh air that stimulated' j 
the performing arts and gave great hope to all writers.” 

'5. Livingstone Recently; '^ve‘ a. lecture on the Home- 
wood campus about Tiis- discoveries in _the Kennedy 
case. The News-Letter has since spoken with Living- 
stone in order to present a fuller account of the 
developments in the Kennedy assassination case as_ 
posited by 1 Livingstone' and other- unofficial investiga- 
tors with whom he has come -in contact (although he 
works alone) in his pursuit of the truth. Livingstone ,:V 
discussed some of the more widely accepted theories, 
his own beliefs as to who was involved in the assassina- 
tion and why, and then gave a.documentpf statements 
from the doctors and nurses who first worked on the 
body. This document is the result of Livingstone’s own 
research and questioning of these medical personnel in 
the past two and a half years. 

THE MAGIC 
BULLET THEORY 

The Warren Commission maintains that Lee 
Harvey Oswald acted alone and. fired three shots at 
Kennedy from the sixth floor of- a building behind 
Kennedy’s limousine. Livingstone, agreeing with other 
assassination experts, believes that there were at least - 
six, and possibly seven, shots’ftred in all; This fact has f 
been ascertained from sound recordings of the' . 

incident; Various experts have different:,. theories 
about where the shots came from arid even about the 
number of assassins. Livingstone believes there were 
several assassins firing ; from -different , . directions, r 
including from the Grassy Knoll at Dealy Plaza (also 
theorized by David S. Lifton, author of Best Evidence) \ 
and from a manhole to the left of Jhe approaching : 

. limousine. Medical experts’ statements on the wounds, 
and films of the incident, corroborate ihis theory. 

This analysis would explain the implausibility of 
what has come.to. be known as the Magic Bullet. Theory 
-which refers to the explanation given by the goverri- 
' merit for how three gunshots managed to hit Kennedy 
t hre e’ times; Texas governor John Connally once, and a 
bystander once. It was said that the bullet passed 
through Kennedy’s body (through the throat) and into 
Conrially’s back. The point of contention is that there 
were more ; grains of metal left in the two victims than 
was -lost from the virtually whole ‘‘magic bullet”.. 

V ’ According to .Livingstone’s' theory in' which six 
shots were fired: ; : -u- .cvy LV - "V e" - 

— The first shot ‘missed,’ hitting a bystander. 

— The second shot, from in front of the motor-, 
cade, hit Kennedy in the throat (theTiole in the throat 
was later enlarged to-insert a breathing tube). #' 

— The third shot hit Kennedy, in the back. . .. . 

. — The fourth shot hit Texas governor John Con- 


nally from the back. ", : . _ 

- The fifth and sixth shots hit Kennedy, almost 
simultaneously, with the fifth shot hitting. him in the 
back of the head and the sixth shot, from the front, 

hitting him in the front of the head. • : . . ‘ i 

THE CONSPIRA CY 

.. -■ ^.. \ • ~ * ’ ' ‘••I’- ' Jj 

According to Livingstone,' the conspiracy developed 
among powerful; political and business forces*!? the^ 

. country. The event was. the firing of top CIA officials 
after the Bay of Pigs fiasco . This was only the prover- 
bial straw though, as Livingstsne sees it, the underlying; 
cause was that notary., industrial, financial, and 
intelligence leaders, as well as' political figures. Were' 
unable'to control Kennedy " ' f 7 ; 

; • -“Leadership of the . Republican party condoned 
• and ratified these murders,” Livingstone said, including 
among the Republican leadership the names of Richard 
Nixon, Gerald Ford, Allan Dulles, and Ronald Reagan.** 
“Reagan, as Governor of California, refused to 
extradite an important witness for the conspiracy trials ■ 
in New Orleans,” he said. “Nixon, as vice-president, 
directly controlled the intelligerice people who were 
involved at the. operational level of the murder.” 

• Livingstone also contends that the - CIA was . ; 
involved in a “misinformation campaign”- in order to 
misdirect research. One key argument Livingstone uses 
to support this is the fact that at least 13 of the eyewit- 
nesses to the assassination were dead before the Warren 
report was issued. The odds against so many witnesses 
dying coincidentally are astronomical. 


THEMpflVES 


k. 


Livingstone cited many motives for the conspira- 
tors to have taken such drastic action: ;. ’ : ! 

The Vietnam War — A month before the assassination, I 
Kennedy had begun to withdraw troops from Vietnam. 
Kennedy planned to pull 1000 troops out by Christmas 
and to have all troops out by 1965: According to i 
Livingstone, the conspirators were pro-war because of 
the economic benefits for their circle. '/rz- x 

Foreign Relations - Kennedy was seeking detente with | 
Russia and Cuba through secret negotiations. 

Nuclear Arms - The “radical right”, objected to thte ; 
nuclear test ban treaty with the* Soviet Union because ! 
. it slowed development of nuclear arms. ’’ ; - : s 

Bay of Pigs The firing of .the CIA’s high command . 
was part of an effort by Kerinedy to bring the CIA 
under his control. The deputy director’s brother was 
the mayor of Dallas, which facilitated the murder and 
cover-up. ' ' L: v ”: fi V tft 1- & - - 

The confounding problem of the entire episode is. 

' that such an important historical event could be so 
poorly or dubiously documented, so badly investi- 
gated, and next to impossible to reinvestigate. Living- 
stone’s theory may riot be- irori-clad but; it V-- Praises 
the possibility of a government being able to hide, 

| cover U P or forge.evidence involved in the assassination 4 
ofa President. ' ' L ! :-■ ■'5, 





New Testimony as repor ted by 
Harrison Livingston e 


-. .EiaUas, Texas - More^han a dozen doctors and nurses who either treated former President John F. Kennedy 
dirrinj; his- final hours or participated in the autopsy of the slain president have recently stated that the official 
autopsy photographs of the .back of Kennedy’s head do not show the same gunshot wounds which they saw and 
reported to the Warren Commission in 1963-64. , . . - •/.• 

fp! The autopsy photos, which were among many items of. evidence in the. assassination kept secret "by the Warren-:' ' 
Commission, were never officially shown to the Dallas medical witnesses during-the various investigations into the' : 
killuig. After looking at them for the first time recently, however, nearly all of the nurses and doctors involved in 
the shooting said that the pictures do not show the wounds as they actually were . - 

rTi, The * estimoi } y ° f &£ witnesses, which was assembled recently in a series of tape recorded interviews in' - 
Dallas and several other -cities, presents the most significant challenge to the official explanations of the assassina- 
tiori to date. ~ _ 

Vp^mong other things, the startling testimony, indicates .that membereof 'the Warren Commission covered up 
information about the 1963 murder; that there were three or more gunmen oh the scene; that the president was 
, ln tront ’ as -.welhas from behind, in a well-planned ambush which was the result of a broad conspiracy' 

. ..* that s not the way. I remember it,” said Dr. Richard Dulany, a medical resident who was on duty in' the 
emergency room when. Kennedy was brought in, later.logking at a copy of an official autopsy photograph. Accor- 1 
^- r ‘ al ^ y ’ there is a “definite conflict” between the wounds as portrayed in the photo and the wounds ' * 
which he observed in. the emergency room. - 

: There were at least 22_ witnesses in Dallas who have described a' “lafge hole 7n the back of the head.”' Dr' -■ 

u any msBts that, the photo does not show the large, gaping wound which had blown out the back cfthepresi- 
dent s head. . 

[i. , Dl : p ® ter ?> Professor and chairman of the Urology Department at the University of fexas Southwestern 

1-Medical School at Parkland,- also questions the accuracy of the disputed photograph: Dr. Peters told the Warren . 
Commission; JVe, saw the wound of entry inthe throat and noted the large occipital wound.” After seeing the 
P ' , S ’ I ! e f ld ’ I d ° n t think it’s consistent with what I saw. There was a large hole in the tack of the head 
througi which one could see the brain. But that hole does not appear inthe photograph.”" 

^ - r - esiden , t ’ s widow als ? described a .Revere wound at the back of the head to the Commission: “But from * 

.the batk, you couM see, you know, you were trying to hold his hair and his skuU on: r.” - • 

. Dons Nelson, a Dallas purse who was the supervisor of the emergency room when Kennedy was brought there 
and. who helped tp rieat the dying President said that government autopsy photos, of the skulfare “not true 
Wa l n ° hal p’ , S . he sald ’ d'spdting' the most controversial photograph, which barely shows a small entry 
wound in the cowlick area, which; is four inches from where the autopsy report, itself; describes it. “There wasifit ' 
even any hair back there Jon the backof the headj . lt was blSwn out ” ' - 1 _ - , 

: : r.c'i d , - . - - ■■■. : > ■ ■ .../ 

f ' ' P oslt 'ons of the head wounds are crucial in determining the direction from which, the various shots which 
Struck Kennedy were' fired. A large, gaping wound at the back of the skull,' for example, would indicate that a . 
|bullet had exited there after entering the front of the head. In addition, it would directly contradict the findings of 

toe Wai ren Commission, . which concluded that the president had been shot 6nly twice, from behind. - 

f fe jhe descriptions of a gaping wound at .the back of the skullalso point up a majotConflict beJween, the findings 
-of the Warren Commission;' and' the- testimony wm?h ; it’ took from the President’s window. Secret SendceriierrU ; . 
Dallas medical witnesses and the autopsists — all of whom at that time described a large exit wound at the back of - 
?the head.. .» .. J - . 3 . //■ .. s§g£ 

Until recently, autopsy photographs of the President’s 'shattered skull had been withheld from both -the 
^^and the public by a Warren Commission edict which prohibited the release of many items of .evidence - 

^ cen V H ^ Se Select Committee on Assassinations hearings on the case, when, ' '' 

. - ° y . of th ® Committee s safe, the autopsy photos were removed. After news of the burglary broke 

^"r*?** ° u kty « <»■>* «***■ >■» ‘ 

Claiming that the photographs were too “gory,” - 




Perry of the Cornell Medical Center, was shown prints i 

access which would have been needed- to fabricate the 

evidence' - Close-up photograph of the posterior head wound -g 

i. The list of medical witnesses who have challenged the autopsy photos includes Dr. Robert McClelland, profesA; 
sor of surgery at the University of Texas Medical School in Dallas. Seventeen years ago, he told the Warren Com-;: 
mission that he stood at the head of the operating table in the emergency room in , .Such a position that I could 
very closely examine the head wound, and I noted that'the right posterior portion of the skull had been extremely 
blasted. It had been shattered, apparently, by the force of the shot. . .in such a way that you could actually Took;.- 
down into the skull cavity:” «, ^ 

• / Recently, after viewing a sketch of the gaping head wound which had been shown by an independent investi-' 
gator. Dr. McClelland said that it accurately portrays what he “vividly remembers” seeing on the operating tablSf 
after the President was rushed into emergency. He firmly rejected the autopsy photos. - i-~ - q_ , * _ ^ y 

Margaret Hood (Margaret Henchliffe at the time) hadbeen an emergency room nurse for 12 years prior to thef 
assassination. The nurse, who helped wheel the wounded President into the room and later prepared his body fori 
the coffin, recently drew a sketch of the wound on a skull model provided by reporters- That sketch also showed wf, 
large wound at the back of the head. “You couldn’t see much of the wound,” said Ms. Hood. “It didn’t affect his' 
face or ears at all. . .it was more to the back,” Ms. Hood also strongly disavowed the photographs. vv,f ; 

Df. Ronald C. Jones,' a professor of surgery who was Parkland Hospital’s chief resident in surgery at the time? 
of the murder, originally; described for ;-the. Warren Commission . .what appeared to be- an exit wound in the • 
posterior portion of the skull.” He also rejected the autopsy photos, and drew an outline with his finger of a large 
■ hole -at the back of an imaginary-head. In addition, he described the drawing which Dr. McClelland had approved as- 


- . - • -.f . ‘ - . 

- : . Patricia Gustafson (then Patricia Hutton), another 
-emergency room nurse at the time of the shooting, 

_ helped' to' wheel the president from the limousine into ( 
" treatment. Ms. Gustafson', testifying before the Warren 
, Commission, outlined a “. . .massive opening on the 
" back of the head.” Recently, describing an effort to 
place a pressure bandage on the head wound, she said: 

" “I tried to do So, but there was really nothing.to'put a 
pressure bandage on: It was too massive. So he told me 
just to leave it : be.” Asked 'if she was sure about the 
. location of the wound, she said yes: “It was the back 
' of the head,-” she said, while rejecting the autopsy 
£ photos: y ^ - ' • - ‘ -3 

.Dr.'Fouad Bashour was an associate professor of 

- medicine in cardiology at the time of the shooting. Inter- 
viewed by this -reporter at his office in 1979, Dr. 

- Bashour insisted' that the official photo which he was 
being shown did not accurately depict, the location of 

.. the major womid. - “Why do they cover; it up?” he asked ' 
'several times. “This is not' the way it was.” ' - 

Dr. Charles Baxter, interviewed the same day, who 
had .earlier told -the Warren Commission, “There was a 
: large, gaping wound in the back of the-skull,” also ques- 
tioned the autopsy photos. - 

. .. After being shown the most controversial photo, Dr. 

Marion Jenkins, who told the Warren Commission, “There i 



was' a: great; laceration oh the right side or the head (tern- J ~ f " _ - 

poral and occipital). ..even to the extent that the cerebel- Drawing depicting the p 

. lum had protruded from the wound,” blurted: “No, not like that. Not like that, because, 
what it really looked like? Well, that picture doesn’tlook like it from the back?’ „ 


■ ‘ Dr. JenkdnsAemoristrated several times, by touching his own and a reporter’s head, that the large exit wound! 
had been. located on the back of the skull: “You could tell at this point with your fingers that it was scored out.l 
that the edges were blasted out. 

. i ' Dr; Charles J. Carrico. 


professor of surgery at the University of Washington in Seattle, was a general 
. vhen the president was shot - and the first doctor to reach him. He told the 
;Warre:n. Commission. about a large’ gaping wound. a five-by-seven centimeter defect in the posterior skull, which he 
obsenedintheoccipital regionvButhehastnpt been interviewed since.: nrry'TC ■~d : ~ : . :• is® | i - 

'• I* addition to these medical ^figures, three other 1 physicians who .were involved in treating the stricken presi- 
.— Doctors Gene C. Akfn, Jackie Hunt arid Adolph Giesecke, Jr. — have not fully, endorsed the autopsy pic-. 

Two crucial medical witnesses, meanwhile, have not yet been interviewed about the case. Dr. Kemp Clark, who 
was : the senior physician oir duty in , the Parkland “trauma room” when the wounded president was brought in, 
refuses to comment — although he described for the Warren Commission a .a large wound in the right occiput, 
extending into the parietal region.” Diana H. Bowrori, a British nurse, who woriced in the Parkland emergency room 
in. 1963, could not be located as of this writing. However,' Ms. Bowron did tell the Warren Commission; “The 
President was moribund. He was lying across Mrs, Kennedy’s knee, and there seemed to be blood everywhere. 
When (went around to .the. othe r side of the car, I saw the condition of his head. . .the back of his head, .-'.it was 


witnesses include: - - - *"- . 1 V . »* j - . 

— The official- Dallas death , certificate describes the cause of death as a gunshot wound to the left temple. 


v — According to .the -recently interviewed medical witnesses, -the President ted been shot in the throat, from in 
fronts in addition to the head-shot. x - • ' ‘ ~ : ” : - . ^ 

The autopsists," themselves, insisted that the autopsy photographs did not portray an entry wound at the 


back of the head,-, where they noted it. As an appendix to the House Assassinations Committee report stated: “The 
panel continued’ to be concerned about the persistent disparity between its findings and those of the autopsy 
pathologists and the rigid tenacity with which they maintained that the entrance wound was at or near the extern^ 
. occipital protuberance , -father than at. the cowlick, where an apparent entry wound now appears.” J? -. .- 
~ The. chief aiitdpsist. Dr. James Humes, answered a question about bullet wounds from Commissioner Allen 
Dulles (who had earlier been fired by Kennedy as director of the CIA) by saying that he believedfit was impossible 
for the bullet Ito have exited from other than behind.” (Dr. Clark also told the’ Commissioners that the “1c 

and of the official autopsy report which was 


The. chief aiitopsist. Dr. James Humes, answered a question about bullet wounds from Commissidnef'Allen 


for the bullet 

Missile had gone in and out of the back of the head.” 

-h On the basis-' of these comments by the medical witnesses 
printed in 1964 - • it seems probable that the President was hit twice in the head, once from behind" and once from 


in front. TKe report said that there was'an entry' wound 25 centimeters from, the occipital protuberance and a large 

r' defect in the back of tlie head extending into the occiput. • .. . ••• ' 

Some investigators . Have determined that a tape made during the shooting actually has "seven shots on it . 
The President would appear to have been hit four times, from the weight of the evidence; John Connally hit 
\ with a fifth bullet, bystander James. Tague hit with a . sixth bullet, and the sidewalk hit with the seventh bullet' 
" Films, phoipgraphs and other evidence show clearly that the president was shot.from in front as well as from 
behind, and that John Connally was hit with a separate bullet, as he has always claimed. , - 

: - Photographs show clearly that the wound in the president’s throat occurred long before the Warren Commis- 

sion said thatit could have, and that.it had. to come .from in. front, as the doctors in Dallas had smd. TWswound 
’ was unrelated to the back' wound, and not related to the bullet which struck Connally. , . ■ 

According^?; most legal scholars, the testimony of witnesses who are physically, present at the, scene of con- 
tested. events and who can then' testify about what they saw there takes precedence .over all-other forms of 
evidence. ... . . § 'w/ - ... - ... - • . ; • 

ifcgJS If so, then the weight of the evidence in the stin-uhsolved,T8-year-old'Kehhedy slaying (the House Committee 

- officially declared in 1979 "that the President had been'killed as the result of-a conspiracy, and that it believed there 

- had been more than one gunman and more than three shots fired) clearly- rests on the testimony, of those who first 

looked at and treated the dying President. ~ ’ - - ■ • .' v ;t 

■ ‘ 5 . ' The first,’ spontaneous reactions of these medical witnesses to. the autopsy, photographs, which the government 
has heretofore 3 refused to show to them; are too strong and too definite to be ignored! it seems highly unlikely .that 
all of them could have been mistaken about what they saw. 


